|* - -Mobile-
601 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
North Building - Suite 800

Washington, DC 20004
202-654-5900

April 23, 2012
Via ECFS

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Connect America Fund
WC Docket Nos. 10-90, 07-135, 05-337, 03-109; CC Docket Nos. 01-92,
96-45; GN Docket No. 09-51; WT Docket No. 10-208

Dear Ms. Dortch:

T-Mobile USA, Inc. (“T-Mobile”) responds to the March 27, 2012 ex parte letter
(“Opposition Letter”),* submitted by Cellular South, Inc. d/b/a C Spire Wireless and four other
wireless carriers (“C Spire Group”), opposing T-Mobile’s Petition for Reconsideration or
Clarification (“T-Mobile PFR”)? of a rule promulgated by the Transformation Order.® The
Opposition Letter repeats the arguments previously raised in an opposition filed by some of the
same carriers (“Joint Parties Opposition”),* without even attempting to rebut T-Mobile’s reply in
support of its PFR (“T-Mobile Reply™),® or, in some cases, raises new, equally flawed
arguments.

The Opposition Letter fails to refute the central proposition of the T-Mobile PFR,
namely, that the Rule 54.307(e)(1) methodology for calculating the “monthly baseline support

! Letter from Robert S. Koppel, Counsel to Cellular South, Inc. d/b/a C Spire Wireless, United States Cellular Corp.,
Smith Bagley, Inc., Allied Wireless Communications Corp. and Georgia RSA #8 Partnership, to Marlene H. Dortch,
Secretary, FCC, WC Docket Nos. 10-90 et al. (Mar. 27, 2012).

2 T-Mobile USA, Inc. Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification, Connect America Fund, WC Docket Nos. 10-90
et al. (Dec. 29, 2011).

¥ Connect America Fund, Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 26 FCC Rcd 17663 (2011)
(“Transformation Order”), 76 Fed. Reg. 73830 (Nov. 29, 2011).

* Opposition to T-Mobile Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification filed by C Spire Wireless, United States
Cellular Corp. and Smith Bagley, Inc., Connect America Fund, WC Docket Nos. 10-90 et al. (Feb. 9, 2012). The C
Spire Group consists of the three carriers that filed the Joint Parties Opposition, plus Allied Wireless
Communications Corp. (“Allied”) and Georgia RSA #8 Partnership. The three carriers filing the Joint Parties
Opposition will be referred to as the Joint Parties.

®> T-Mobile USA, Inc. Reply to Oppositions to Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification, Connect America Fund,
WC Docket Nos. 10-90 et al. (Feb. 21, 2012).



Marlene H. Dortch
April 23, 2012
Page 2
amount” ° of a competitive eligible telecommunications carrier (“CETC”), for purposes of the
phase-down of high-cost support, is inconsistent with the phase-down baseline policy decision in
the Transformation Order.” The rule therefore should be revised to carry out the intent of the
Transformation Order.®

By this filing, T-Mobile withdraws its PFR as to the three states in which it has pending
ETC designation applications — Arizona, Mississippi and Oregon.® Accordingly, the
Commission should grant the T-Mobile PFR promptly and reconsider or clarify the monthly
baseline calculation rule for purposes of determining support amounts as to the five states for
which T-Mobile has been designated an ETC and received high-cost support for a portion of
2011, namely, Hawaii, Idaho, Minnesota, Louisiana and Georgia.°

The Opposition Letter Fails To Rebut The Discrepancy Between The
Transformation Order And The Rule: The T-Mobile PFR and Reply demonstrated that the
calculation of the monthly baseline support amount in Rule 54.307(e)(1) is fundamentally
inconsistent with the Transformation Order. The C Spire Group asserts that the challenged rule
is consistent with the Transformation Order because it specifies that ““a full calendar year of
support™ will be used ““to set the baseline,””** and characterizes T-Mobile’s request as seeking

®47 C.F.R. §54.307(e)(1).
" T-Mobile PFR at 4-8.

& The Opposition Letter repeats the argument that T-Mobile cannot blame regulatory delays or obstruction by other
parties for what the Opposition Letter, at 3, characterizes as “T-Mobile’s own failure to prosecute its pending ETC
applications.” T-Mobile demonstrated, however, that both factors accounted for the timing of some of its
designations. See T-Mobile Reply at 5-7. In fact, Allied, one of the carriers in the C Spire Group, was rebuked by
the Idaho Public Utilities Commission (“IPUC”) for its “untimely, inappropriate” and dilatory “Motion to Defer
Deliberation” filed in T-Mobile’s ETC designation proceeding at the IPUC. See T-Mobile Reply at 6 (quoting
Application of T-Mobile West Corp. for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier, Order No. 32319
at 10, Case No. TMW-T-10-01 (Idaho Pub. Util. Comm’n Aug. 9, 2011). Like T-Mobile, Allied also was
designated an ETC in Idaho in 2011 (see Application of Allied Wireless Communications Corp. dba Alltel Wireless
for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier, Order No. 32209, Case No. ALL-T-10-01 (Idaho Pub.
Util. Comm’n Mar. 22, 2011)), and, although Allied’s support was reduced in that state as a result of T-Mobile’s
ETC designation, Allied would benefit from the grant of the T-Mobile PFR, relative to the support it would receive
in that state if the T-Mobile PFR is denied.

® Those ETC applications, as well as T-Mobile’s ETC application in Georgia, were discussed in the T-Mobile PFR
at 8-10. The Georgia ETC application subsequently was granted effective as of November 17, 2011. See T-Mobile
Reply at 3. It also should be noted that T-Mobile has converted its Mississippi and Oregon ETC designation
applications to Lifeline-only ETC applications. See Amended Application for Designation as an Eligible
Telecommunications Carrier for the Limited Purpose of Lifeline-Only Support, T-Mobile West Corp.’s Petition for
Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier, Docket UM 1511 (Pub. Util. Comm’n of Ore. Apr. 20,
2012); Second Amended Petition of T-Mobile South LLC and Powertel/Memphis, Inc. for Limited Designation as
Eligible Telecommunications Carriers for the Purpose of Receiving Lifeline Support Only, Petition of T-Mobile
South LLC for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier for the Purpose of Receiving Federal
Universal Service Support, Docket No. 2010-UA-431 (Miss. Pub. Serv. Comm’n Apr. 10, 2012).

1% The rationale for the requested relief for CETCs receiving support for part of 2011 is set forth in the T-Mobile
PFR at 4-8, 10-13.

1 Opposition Letter at 2 (quoting Transformation Order, 26 FCC Rcd at 17831, { 515).
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to have the monthly baseline amount calculated based on “annualized 2011 support, not total
2011 support.”*?

All parties agree that the baseline is based on “total 2011 support” under the
Transformation Order; the issue is how the “monthly baseline support amount”** should be
derived from the total 2011 support to fulfill the Transformation Order’s intent. The C Spire
Group’s argument thus begs the question. They simply ignore the language in the
Transformation Order supporting T-Mobile’s position that dividing the total 2011 support by 12
cannot yield a monthly baseline support amount that “will provide a reasonable approximation of
the amount that [CETCs] would currently expect to receive, absent reform,”** and thereby phase
down legacy support “gradual[ly]” from the level of existing support “as of year end 2011.”*°
The C Spire Group has not demonstrated how division of a carrier’s 2011 support by 12, in cases
where the carrier received support for fewer than 12 months in 2011, is consistent with the
language and intent of the Transformation Order or equitable, relative to the treatment of other
CETCs.

The C Spire Group Is Wrong In Asserting That Grant Of The T-Mobile PFR
Would Contravene The Commission’s Policy Of Reducing Legacy USF Support: The Joint
Parties Opposition argued that the relief T-Mobile seeks would deprive what the Joint Parties
view as more deserving CETCs of needed support. Now, apparently in response to the T-Mobile
Reply, they argue in the Opposition Letter that the T-Mobile PFR would increase the total high-
cost fund in “uncapped” states.'® This new argument is equally flawed.

First, there are no “uncapped” states. The cap on CETC support imposed by the Interim
Cap Order applies in all states,*” and grant of the T-Mobile PFR would not change that. What
the C Spire Group incorrectly characterizes as uncapped states are those states that have
experienced a reduction in total CETC support due to relinquishments of ETC status — such as
Centennial’s relinquishment petition in Louisiana — and other factors, leaving them below the
state-wide cap.'® In all cases, support will not exceed the statewide cap.

Further, the C Spire Group claim that grant of the T-Mobile PFR would increase total
CETC support in a given state above the total amount of support that would be distributed if the
PFR is denied proves nothing. To start, that assertion pertains to only two states — Hawaii and

12 Opposition Letter at 1.

347 C.F.R. § 54.307(e)(1) (emphasis added).

' Transformation Order, 26 FCC Rcd at 17831, { 515.
5 1d. at 17675, 1 29.

18 Opposition Letter at 2.

17 See High-Cost Universal Service Support, 23 FCC Rcd 8834 (2008) (“Interim Cap Order”), aff’d sub nom. Rural
Cellular Ass’n v. FCC, 588 F.3d 1095 (D.C. Cir. 2009).

18 See, e.g., Centennial Lafayette Communications, LLC, Ex Parte, Order No. S-31725, Docket No. S-31725, 2010
La. PUC LEXIS 284 (La. Pub. Serv. Comm’n, Dec. 22, 2010) (“Centennial Relinquishment Order”).



Marlene H. Dortch
April 23, 2012
Page 4

Louisiana — and it is factually incorrect as to Hawaii.*® There, the total CETC support paid in
November 2011, when the Transformation Order was released, was reduced as a result of the
interim cap.?® Because CETC support is limited by the interim cap in Hawaii, grant of the T-
Mobile PFR will not result in an increase in total CETC support in that state. In the case of
Louisiana, the total CETC support in that state was brought below the cap by Centennial’s
relinquishment of its ETC designation at the end of 2010.%* Accordingly, the Louisiana Public
Service Commission was on notice that support in that state was below the cap and granted T-
Mobile’s ETC designation application several months later with that knowledge.?* Finally, the C
Spire Group argument that it is against public policy to clarify the CETC phase-down support
rules in a way that nominally increases the overall fund also is inconsistent with the application
for review filed by one of the C Spire Group carriers, United States Cellular Corp. (“US
Cellular”), that US Cellular admits will increase overall “frozen” monthly high-cost support by
$2.88 million.? By comparison, grant of the T-Mobile PFR will increase total frozen monthly
CETC support in Louisiana by approximately $150,000 during the initial baseline period,
resulting in total CETC support still well under the cap by at least one million dollars per month
during that period.?*

19 As stated above, T-Mobile is withdrawing its PFR as to the other two states referenced in the C Spire Group’s
“uncapped” states discussion — Arizona and Oregon. See Opposition Letter at 2.

20 See attached print-out of November 2011 USAC detailed payment data for Hawaii in Appendix A. The figures in
parentheses in the column headed “Current Period Cap” show the reduction in support in each study area caused by
the interim cap. USAC payment data is available through the “Detailed Payment Data Search” engine at
http://www.usac.org/hc/tools/detail-disbursement-data/default.aspx (click on “Advanced Search” and fill in the year,
month and state in response to the query).

2! Compare CETC support data in the attached print-out of September 2011 USAC disbursement data for Louisiana
in Appendix B with Letter from Sharon Gillet, Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, FCC, to Karen Majcher, Vice
President, High-Cost and Low Income Division, Universal Service Administrative Co., DA 11-243, WC Docket No.
05-337 (Feb. 8, 2012), Attachment A, “Interim Cap Adjustments by State (“Adjusted Cap Table”). USAC
dishursement data is available through the “Funding Disbursement Search Results” engine at
http://www.usac.org/hc/tools/disbursements/default.aspx (fill in the year, month and state in response to the query).
The total CETC support disbursed in Louisiana in September 2011 can be calculated by adding up all of the amounts
in the component columns for each CETC study area in the print-out in Appendix B. That support totals roughly
$3.9 million, compared to an adjusted monthly cap for Louisiana of just under $5.4 million in the Adjusted Cap
Table. Centennial’s relinquishment request was granted at the end of 2010. See Centennial Relinquishment Order.

%2 The Louisiana disbursement data in Appendix B is for September 2011, the month prior to the grant of T-
Mobile’s ETC designation application in Louisiana. See T-Mobile Central, LLC Ex Parte Application for
Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier (ETC) for the purposes of receiving Universal Service
Support for low income and rural service, Docket No. S-31865 (La. Pub. Serv. Comm’n decided Oct. 12, 2011,
adopted Dec. 8, 2011). As noted in the T-Mobile Reply, this Commission stated in the Transformation Order, 26
FCC Rcd at 17675-76, § 31, that “[w]e do not disturb the existing role of states in designating ETCs,” and thus
should not undermine state ETC designations by reducing support more abruptly than the phase-down established in
the Transformation Order. T-Mobile Reply at 9-10.

% See Application for Review filed by Eagle Telephone Systems, d/b/a Snake River and US Cellular at 6, A
National Broadband Plan for Our Future, GN Docket No. 09-51 (Mar. 5, 2012).

2 See monthly CETC support and cap data in note 21, supra.


http://www.usac.org/hc/tools/detail-disbursement-data/default.aspx
http://www.usac.org/hc/tools/disbursements/default.aspx
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T-Mobile’s ETC Support Will Assist New Build-Out In High-Cost Areas: T-Mobile
satisfied all public interest conditions in each of its ETC designation proceedings,?® and the new
C Spire Group suggestion that T-Mobile seeks support “for prior investment, made perhaps
many years ago . . . without a penny of high-cost support”? is simply wrong. As T-Mobile
certified, and five state commissions have found, T-Mobile will use its support for new build-out
investment in high-cost areas.*’

The C Spire Group Letter Misstates The Transformation Order: The C Spire Group
incorrectly asserts that the Transformation Order found that T-Mobile did not need any high-cost
support.?® In fact, that order stated that AT&T and T-Mobile will maintain “at least their
existing coverage footprints even if the support they receive today is phased out.”* In other
words, T-Mobile will be able to accommodate the “gradual” phase-out of CETC support from
the level of existing support “as of year end 2011.”*° T-Mobile is not challenging the five-year
phase-out of CETC support, however, and expects to maintain its existing coverage if support is
phased out in the manner established in the Transformation Order. Rather, the certifications that
T-Mobile made in connection with its granted ETC designation applications committed it to
expanded coverage. Those build-out commitments are at risk if its support is phased out more
precipitously than intended by the Transformation Order.**

T-Mobile Will Not Require A Waiver Of The Commission’s ETC Certification
Rules: Finally, the C Spire Group mistakenly asserts that T-Mobile requires a waiver in order to
have its Georgia ETC designation order deemed retroactively effective prior to December 31,
2011.% Unlike the situation presented in the Allied waiver proceeding cited in the Opposition
Letter, T-Mobile has already made the required self-certification filings within 60 days of the
effective date of its Georgia ETC designation (November 17, 2011), and thus will not need a
waiver to begin receiving support as of November 2011.%

% See T-Mobile Reply at 8-13; T-Mobile PFR at 10-12.
% Opposition Letter at 2.

%" See T-Mobile Reply at 12-13; T-Mobile PFR at 10-12.
%8 Opposition Letter at 3.

% Transformation Order, 26 FCC Rcd at 17824,  495.
%01d. at 17675, 1 29.

%1 T-Mobile Reply at 10-11; T-Mobile PFR at 10-13.

%2 See Opposition Letter at 3 & n.4.

%3 See Allied Wireless Communications Corp. Petition for Waiver of Sections 54.307(d), 54.313, and 54.314 of the
Commission’s Rules, 26 FCC Rcd 5233 (WCB 2011) (denying waiver that would have allowed Allied to receive
support as of the retroactive effective date of its ETC designation when it did not file line count data and required
self-certifications within 60 days of the effective date).
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Because no party has refuted T-Mobile’s demonstration that the calculation of the
monthly baseline support amount in Rule 54.307(e)(1) is fundamentally at odds with the policy
decision on that issue in the Transformation Order, the Commission should grant the T-Mobile
PFR.

Sincerely,

/s/Kathleen O’Brien Ham

Kathleen O’Brien Ham

Vice President, Federal Regulatory Affairs
T-Mobile USA, Inc.

cc: Sharon Gillet
Carol Mattey
Patrick Halley
Trent Harkrader
Amy Bender
Alex Minard
Theodore Burmeister
Michele Berlove
Erik Salovaara
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USAC ™

Universal Service Administrative Company
USAC Home | High Cost Program | Search Tools | Detaited Payment Data Search

DETAILED PAYMENT DATA SEARCH

. Detailed Report

To download this report, click on the Excel icon below.

SPIN=S5ervice Provider ID Number; SAC=5tudy Area Code; HCL=High Cost Loop; HCM=High Cost Model; 1AS=Interstate Access Support; ICLS=Interstate
Common Line Support; 155=Local Switching Suppost; LTS=Long Term Support; SNA=Safety Net Additive; SVS=Safety Vaive Support; CAP=IAS and State Cap
adiustment type; PD=Phase Down Cap adjustment type

This disbursement tool contains data from September 2011 through the selected year and month

Advanced Search:

SPIN:

Study Area Code:

Study Area Name:

Year: 2011
Menth: 1]

State: Hawat T F

Fund:

Basic Search

: State  SPIN SAC Study Area Year Month Component  Capped Uncapped FPriorPeriod  Current Cument PriorPeriod Prior  Disbursed '

‘ Name Current Period Current Period Adiustments Period Cap Period Cap Period  Amount
{ Fhase Phase
i Dram Downl
S ‘
143010623 620001} NPCR, mc.!fzun!; 1} HaL $z15,449.u§53 $122,2za.nn§ 50.00}' (55,759.00%! $o.0§l $1,497.ou”$o.oo“ $116,946.00%
3031532620002 comaL faondll 11| HOL  11$1,414,633.00 $1,497,566.00 $0.00] (582,833.00)] $0.00] ($18,328.00)| $0.00]| $1,396,305.00
WIRELESS
DEBA MOEI
PCS
HI [} 143026181 629003| T-Mobile l201af 11 1 HCL || s171,913.00] $:81,992.00 $0.00}{515,079.00)| $0.00} (42,755.00)i40.00] $169,158.00
West
Corporation :
Hi || 143019623 620001] NpCR, INCJl2011] 111 1aS szowod  s21,22000! $0.00] (58992.00)| $0.00; ($510.00) 30001 $11727.00
H H HI H L i H
| h1| a303532) 620002 coma laowl 110 s $5,629.00  $9,765.00 $0.00] (54,136.00)| $0.00 ($255.00){$0.00  $5,374.00
WIRELESS :
DBA MOBI
PCS i
143026181} 629003 T-Mobile IAS $19586.000  $33977.00 $0.00|($14,391.00) $0.000 (4960.00)) 30001 $18,606.00
H West ;
¢ Corporation; :
Hq§143019623§’629001!§ NPCR, mc%: cs i ssu,37?.00;§ $63,917.00| ($10,372.00}| ($3,590.00)} 40.00  $504.00}$0.00] $50,509.00
| . ; i t ‘ : i
HE || 143031532]620002] CORAL IS | $878775.00) $930,293.00] ($53,296.00) | ($51,518.00) $0.00) (512,792.00)) $0.00]] $812,667.00 -
; WIRELESS ;
DBA MOBI
#CS
P e 3 T
: HE § 143026181 | 629003 T-Mobile ICLS | $102,426.00] $108,431.00 $0.00} (56,005.00) $0.00) (51,696.00)$0.00 $100,730.00
i Wast B
. Corpacation:

$9,897.

143019623 6290[}1§NPCR, INC, LSS i $9,751.60;  $i0,365.00 $00(ii ($57é.00 l $0.00| $105.00:! $0-00§
i ; ; I ] ! H i } i
143031532 620002 LSS || $19.968000 $127,00200  $0.00] (57,034.000} $0.00] ($1,640.00)]50.00] $118328.00]

hitp://www.usac.org/hc/tools/detail-disbursement-data/default.aspx 4/16/2012
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f CORAL S i
! WIRELESS | :
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USAC

Universal Service Adminisirative Company
USAC Home | High Cost Program | Search Tools {Funding Disbursenent Search

FUNDING DISBURSEMENT SEARCH RESULTS

LSS=Local Switching Support; LTS=Long Term Support; SNA=Safety Net Additive Support; SVS=Safety Valve Support.

High Cost Disbursement Data (Spin = ALL , Sac = ALL, San = ALl , Year = 2011, Month = Sep , State = LA )

This disburserent tool contains data from Jan 2003 through Feb 2012,

State| Spin | StQY Area Study Area Name Het HMcMm| s | 1cs | iss [Lvs| sNa SVS|FHC5‘{earMonth
LA [143001583270423 ICENTURY FEE-CENTR LA $140,163_50 |50 [5136.787 |518.845 50 GO 150 §0  [2011[Sep
LA~ 1143001584[270424 ICENTURYTEL-SE LA $69,.086 [0 B0 1549353 515,600 50 $20,480[80 |50 [2011iSep
LA 11430015850270425 ICAMERON TEL CO - LA 15386,169 [0 _ 50 15132,336 531,346 80 [0 50 %0 [20118ep
LA [1430015861270426 ICAMPTI-PLEASANT HILL 168,655 50 S0 k544 053 18,797 B0 50 80 |0 2011fSep
LA [543001587[270427 CENTURYTEL-CHATHAM 586,767 [0 B0 525366 [$3,079 S0 [0 0 K0  Pot1[Sep
LA [143001588[270428 DELCAMBRE TEL CO 515 B0 B0 59,000  [63,650 RO [0 50 B0  [0i1[Sep
LA [143001589E270429 EAST ASCENSION TEL [51.388.87280 [0 |5780,779 [515,028 50 53889080 50 [2011|Sep
LA [1430015901270430 FLIZABETH TEL CO $197,890 B0 [50 566,623 Es,zm B0 $3.543 $0 B0 [01118ep
A 143001591 [270431 ICENTURYTEL-NW LA 61,602 80 B0 [467.868  [519419 B0 S0 50 B0 [P011%[Sep
LA H43001582[270432 KAPLAN TEL CO $87.560 K0 RO 63,049 59992 K0 50 50 150 pot1jSep
LA 1143001593[270433 LAFOURCHE TEL CO 50 50 go 522.768) $35,851 [$0 [§0 50 50 12011[Sep
LA 1143001584[270434 CENTURYTEL-EVANGELIN 5445977 B0 B0 207,556 [§14.912 [§0 180 50 [0 [Po11]Sep
LA 1143001595[270435 NORTHEAST LOUISIANA 538,848 B0 B0 548700 [58,758 B0 [0 50 B0 [2011[Se
LA [143001596[270436 ICENTURY NORTH LA B87.003 B0 B0 £71735  [519,402 B0 Eo 50 [0 Po11lSep
LA [143001597270438 RESERVE TEL CC k0 S0 |80 $8,001 827,840 50 kKO B0 B0 P011Sen
LA [1430015981270439 ICENTURY TEL-RINGGOLD 54,426 80 [0 66,919 12,903 &0 BO 50 _s0  B011|Sep
LA [143001599R70440 ICENTURYTEL - EAST LA 538,478 B0 K0 531,688 [54,327 [0 B0 ls0 fgo 2011/Sep
LA [143001600[270441 ISTAR TEL GO 5147589 B0 B0 ls62.820 B6,160 KO KO 5o B0 RoillSep
LA [143001601[270442 CENTURYTEL-SW LA 5106765 B0 &0 43436 ®7.891 [0 [0 50 50  [011[Sep
LA [143004824275183 SO CENTRAL BELL-LA 50 50  ©771,42280 |80 B0 B0 50 |50 [P011iSep
LA [143029765[279001 ffé"TENN'AL BEAUREGARD CELLULAR k. o277 ko [s280) |[523.587) [5453 [0 512 150 o potilsep
LA |143020765}278002 ggﬁ;ENN'AL CALDWELL CELLULAR o, 058 |0 ($332) [53.550 967 O BO |so 50 pot1isep
LA |asozeresprenos [ ENMAL HAMMOND CELLULAR Ly 531 B0 |[856)  [314,481) oo o pao ko ko potlsep
LA |1430207650270004 EI_ECNTEN”'ALMOREHO”SECELLULAR 567 50 ss3 kass K12 o B0 so o poitjse

CENTENNIAL LAFAYETTE
LA [143029765[279005 S OMMUNICATIONS LLC 50 S0 [827) |80 50 50 fso 50 lsso 2011 [Sep
LA [143018623[279006 NPCR, INC. B0 50 [0 B0 5O 50 50 50 B0 foi1lSep
A [1430173341270007 LCUISIANA UNWIRED, LLG ) 50 |0 §0 150 B0 k80 50 B0 Roi1[Sep
LA [143006742279008 EPRINT SPECTRUM, LP 0 [0 [§27.713 B0 50 B0 &0 50 |50 [2011[Sep
LA [143008900279009 IBLLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. £133,944 50 357,774 [5105,360 [$34.104 $0 [$128 [50 80  [2011iSep
A [1430297650279010 INEVW CINGULAR WIRELESS PCS, LLC _ 51,801,35150 [685,544 31,036 7316138 83680 [$62,900150 [60 [P011i{Sep
1A [143016765[279011 COX LOUISIANA TELCOM LLC 50 B0 513,133 [0 B0 50 150 50 50 [2011iSep
KAPLAN TELEPHONE CO. DBA PACE
LA {143028554[279012 COMMUNICATIONS 1$7a,704 50 [$2,109 [564,188 189,507 l$o Iso 50 B0 B011|Sep
T b79013 _;ECSERVE LONG DISTANCE COMPANY 5, o so 50 50 50 [so B0 B0 [2011|Sep
LA [1430298655[279014 LBH. LLC B0 B0 54287 B0 50 50 k0 50 80 [2011[Sep
LA [N/A 78015 VCI COMPANY B0 k0 ko 50 50 50 Eo 50 B0 [Po11iSep
LA [143032385R272016 DFI Teleconnest, LLC ] B0 50 50 B0 50 &0 50 ko [20115ep
LA [N/A 279017 BL.C Management, LLC 50 50 50 50 50 B0 B0 50 B0 [20111Sep
LA [N/A 279018 IABC Telecom 50 50 |50 150 0 50 B0 50 80 P011fSep
LA INIA 279019 Image Access, Inc. 50 B0 [0 B0 0 50 150 B0 B0 2011[Sep
LA $143030542[279020 Nexus Communications, Inc. ) B0 EO 50 50 50 g0 50 B0 20i1[Sep
A 1143000887[279021 Budget PrePay, Inc. 50 50 ko ] 50 5050 lso 50 Pe11)Sep
LA [143030542[279022 INexus Communications, Ing [0 B0 B0 50 50 B0 B0 lso o  Po1tiSep
A [143032544P70023 Fast Phones, Inc. 50 50 o | 150 150 [0 50 50 RO11iSep
A [NA 279024 Freedom Communications USA LLC 50 B0 ko Eo 2] B0 [0 50 B0 P01i[Sep
A NA 279025 TriArch Communications 50 50 o ) 50 B0 B0 50 B0 P011[Sep
LA [NA 279026 TracFone Wireless, Inc B0 50 |50 o 0 50 B0 0 B0 P011Sep
LA [N/A P79027 Everycall Communications, Inc. 50 B0 |50 B0 0 50 K0 k0 50 2011]Sep
LA |143029765P79028 E,_EgTENN’AL HAMMOND CELLULAR - ko [s192) o o so [0 o o pot1lsep
La |asozo7espraoze  [CENTENNIAL BEAUREGARD CELLULAR 50 [s438) 150 50 50 50 50 |50 potilSep
LA [143029765279030 EE&’TENN'AL BEAUREGARD CELLULAR o Bo fs453) fs0 50 0 [so 50 50 pot1Sep
LA [N/A 72031 !lmage Access, Inc 3] 50 B0 i§,o o 50 5O 50 [0 [2011|Sep
1} 1 T 1
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LA N l7a032 DPi Teleconnect lso ko BO 50 50 50 Eo 50 |50 Pot1|Sep
LA INFA [279033 |Affordable Phone Services, Inc 50 B0 kO kO B0 80 B0 30 B0 Potilsep
LA INIA [P79034 ISprint Prepaidf Virgin Mobile 50 B0 BO 150 Eo B0 B0 50 B0 [2011[Sep
LA |i43000677[279035 Celico Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless 50 50 k0 150 i 50 B0 50 |50 Po11[Sep
LA INFA 79036 IAffordable Phone Services, Inc 50 B0 B0 ] B0 Be 80 50 B0 RO11[Sep
A [NA 279037 IABC TELECOM 50 B0 kO |50 B0 50 50 B0 B0 PRo11Sep
A [143000887279038 Budget PrePay, Inc. 0 B0 50 150 50 o g0 B0 80 [R011iSep
LA IN/A 279039 [Global Connegtion | nc. of America 50 50 10 4] 50 B0 [0 50 B0 [o11iSep
RA  [N/A 279040 Telrite Corporation dba Life Wireless 150 ko ko 39 B0 o o 50 &0  [P011iSep
A [143035183279041 ICentral Louisiana Cellular, LLC l5157.928 [0 [548,923 [595.305 [58,991 [$0 [$1,941 |50 B0  [2011{Sep
LA [NIA [279042 IPhoneAid Communications Corp 150 50 B0 50 BC B0 B0 50 B0  [2011[Sep
LA [N/A 278043 Global Connection Enc. Of America ] B0 B0 50 8o £0 B0 50 [0 2011[Sep
LA [NA P79044 veryCall Communications. Inc. 50 50 k0 50 o 50 B0 0 B0 P011|Sep
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